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English Conjoint diploma had been much more successful
at the examinations for entrance into the army and navy
medical services than diplomates of most of the other exa-
mining bodies, including the universities. He could not

suggest how it should be done but he considered that the
British Medical Association Bill for amending the Medical
Acts was likely to be useful.
Mr. F. W. CoLLINGWOOD seconded the motion and claimed

that all general practitioners should have the right to the
title of Doctor.
The PRESIDENT said that the Council had taken many

steps to bring about this change. In 1877 a petition was
sent to the Privy Council from the Royal College of

Physicians of London and the Royal College of Surgeons of
England and a draft charter was drawn up by which these
two bodies should have the power to grant degrees in
medicine and surgery. Two governmental committees sat
on the question, and as a result the University of London
was reorganised. What would ultimately develop from the
present University of London no one could say, but he did
not think that the Privy Council would be willing to make
any change at present.
Mr. GEORGE BROWN pointed out that Mr. Horder’s motion

said nothing about obtaining power to grant degrees; all
that was needed was that the two Colleges should approve
of their diplomates employing the title of Doctor. The

Royal College of Physicians could easily decide the question
as it was its by-law which denied the title to its licentiates.
The inability to style himself Doctor was a great wrong done
to a Member of the Royal College of Surgeons as he was
liable to be mistaken for a greengrocer. He felt that if he
were now at the commencement of his medical career he
would not enter for the Membership of the College.
Mr. J. BRINDLEY JAMES supported the motion and

mentioned that the Licentiates of the Royal College of
Physicians of Ireland were entitled to be called Doctor and
were so styled by the College itself.
The motion when put to the meeting was carried nemine

contra,dicente.
Mr. JOSEPH SMITH then brought forward the second

motion :-

That this meeting considers the teply of the Council to the resolu-
tions passed at the last annual meeting of the Fellows and Members to
be most unsatisfactory. In view of the repeated refusal of the Council
to accede to wishes of the Members expressed in meetings to which they
have been annually summoned for 20 years, this meeting emphatically
repudiates the claim of the Council to represent the Members and
regards its attitude in this question as not convincing to the great
majority of the body corporate.
This motion, or one similar to it, had been carried year after
year and each year the same reply had been given. It was an
absolute anomaly that the Members, who formed by far the
greater part of the body corporate, should be debarred from
all share in the government of the College. The President
could not claim to be really the President of the College, he
was only the President of the Fellows. He would only ask,
could not some way be found to give the Members some
representation on the Council.
Mr. BROWN was sure that the President was a great

power in the College and if the President would only
make an attempt to advance this matter something would be
done. It was in the interest of the College that he (Mr.
Brown) came to those meetings, not in his own interest.
Mr. VINRACE claimed that many who would have liked to

become Fellows of the College had been debarred on account
of the expenditure of time and money required. So that
the general standard of the Fellow of the College was not
really higher than that of the Member, yet the Fellow had
the franchise and the Member had not.
Mr. J. C. SMITH maintained that the present arrangement

was un-English, for it was taxation without representation.
Dr. DICKINSON appealed to the President to ask the

Council to give the Members a fuller account of the dis-
cussion in the Council on the resolutions carried by these
meetings.
Mr. S. C. LAWREKCE said that the usual reply sent by the

Council was neither dignified on the part of the Council nor
courteous to the Members who supply the main part of the
funds by which the College exists.
The motion when put to the meeting was carried with

one dissentient.
Dr. DANFORD THOMAS then moved :-
That the report of the committee of the Council on "the relations of

the medical profession to the coroners’ courts" is unsatisfactory and
that this meeting regrets that the Council did not see their way to
make an independent inquiry into the matter with the assistance of
ome Fellows and Members having intimate knowledge of the subject.

He considered that the Council by investigating this

subject was doing a service not only to the medical pro-
fession but to the public also. When first he heard that the
Council was considering the subject he had hoped that the
Council was really going into the question but in the report
referred to nothing was said as to the relation of medical
men to the coroner’s court. The Council had indeed taken
much trouble in investigating the proposed legislation on
the subject but had not investigated the irregularities
which had occurred in one particular coroner’s court. Dr.
Danford Thomas said that he himself had always had the
greatest assistance from medical men. The London County
Council had endeavoured to enforce certain conditions on

candidates, but some of its suggestions were contradictory
to statute law and many were ridiculous. The main
reason for the Bill promoted by the British Medical
Association was the present difficulty by which the

surgeons to cottage hospitals were unable to obtain
fees for evidence at inquests on patients in these hospitals.
The real point in dispute in the coroner’s court referred
to the question whether it was right to ignore utterly the
medical man who had attended on the case. One absurd

suggestion in the London County Council’s Bill was that an
inquiry should be held in the case of every death after an
operation. It would be difficult to imagine a more ridiculous
suggestion.
The motion was seconded bv Mr. CORNISH.
The PRESIDENT pointed out that the report referred to had

been received but not approved by the Council.
A MEMBER considered that the arrangement by which the

medical man who saw the patient was not called at the

inquest favoured crime.
Mr. BROWN said that he hoped the Members could look t.

the College to take up the matter.
Dr. DICKINSON urged that by By-law XV. the College had

promised at all times to protect and to defend the Fellows
and Members in the exercise of their rights.
The PRESIDENT mentioned that the Council had takex

legal advice in certain specific cases and it had beeit
assured that nothing could be done.
The motion was carried nemine contradicente.
Dr. DANFORD THOMAS proposed, and Mr. BROWN seconded,

a vote of thanks to the President for taking the chair.
This was carried and a brief reply of the PRESIDENT
terminated the proceedings.

" CHURCH BELLS" AND THE HOSPITALS.

CAM?’c7t Bells is a weekly journal devoted to Church matters
which takes for its motto the line,

"Ring out the false; ring in the true."

This being so it is somewhat surprising to find the following
incident brought to our notice. In the issue of Church Bells
of Nov. llth there appeared at p. 1016 the following
paragraph :-

HOSPITAL PAYING WARDS.
We are glad to find ourselves in agreement with an article in " Our

Hospitals and Charities," in reference to the need for paying wards in
our Metropolitan Hospitals. At present-so far as skilled surgery is
concerned-the poor man or woman can obtain the gratuitous services
of an eminent surgeon in the Hospital, at the somewhat heavy price of
being publicly operated on for the instruction or amusement of the
medical students, while the rich man is charged one hundred guineas,
or more (if it is thought that he can afford it), for what is often quite a
slight incision.

Sir Dyce Duckworth thereupon wrote the following letter
to the editor of Church Bells, who did not insert it in his

journal but instead sent a reply which we print below :&mdash;

[COPY.]
To the Editor of Church Bells and lllustrated Church News.

SIR,-In your " Comments in your issue of Nov. llth I notice that
you allude to the heavy price paid by the poor in respect of their being
publicly operated upon " for the instruction and amusement of the
medical students."

I will ask you to reconsider this statement, and put it to you t3
declare that you conscientiously think this is a fair or proper statement
to be published in a paper conducted by churchmen for church people.
It can only come from a writer who is profoundly ignorant of what he
is writing about, and is a cruel insult to the distinguished men who are
capable of performing such operations, and an equally cruel and un-
worthy attack on the medical students of to-day.

I ask you to allow me to repudiate it with righteous indignation,
and to add that for gentlemanly bearing, ympathy, and gentleness
nothing can surpass the conduct of our hospital students on such
occasions, conduct which in this and in all their ministrations is
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under the supervision of the senior staff who carry out these serious
duties. To venture to speak of "Amusement" amidst such scenes
argues the existence of a fiendish and inhuman propensity which, thank
God, is quite unknown in any British hospital with which I am
acquainted. One can only pity the base-mindedness of a writer who
dares to impute such qualities to young men, many of whom arc
graduates of our Universities, and all of whom are shortly to be
entrusted with the lives and highest interests of our fellow men.

I ask you to insert an apology for this most improper and frivolous
remark in your next issue.-I remain, yours faithfully,

DYCE DuCiiwox2’x, M.D., LL.D.,
November 14th. Senior Physician to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital.

Church Bells and Illustrated Church News,
5 and 6, Tower-street, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C.,

London, November 17th, 1904.
DEAR SIR,-I am obliged to you for your letter dated November llth,

in which you are good enough to express your views in regard to a
paragragh appearing in Church Bells of November 11th. I fail to see
how the paragraph in question could be said to contain a cruel insult to
the distinguished men and leaders of the profession who are well
capable of performing such operations. I do not think I need say more
than to assure you that the article in question was written by one who
has a very close and intimate knowledge of the working of our hospitals,
and that there was nothing in the paragraph to which you take
exception for which ample proof could not be adduced.

I have the honor to be, Yours faithfully,
THE EDITOR.

The editor of Church Bells must have curious ideas upon
manners if he thinks that a deliberate statement in a public
print that the surgical staffs of hospitals are in the habit of
performing operations upon patients for the amusement of
students is not an insult to the members of such staffs. We
notice, further, that he says that there was nothing in the
paragraph for which ample proof could not be adduced.
He has not deigned to supply Sir Dyce Duckworth with his
proof, so perhaps he will be kind enough to supply us with
such proof. Further, we see that the article is attributed to
one who " has a very close and intimate knowledge of the
working of our hospitals," so if the editor cannot supply us
with the proof from his own personal knowledge he can
allow the writer of the paragraph to do so.

THE SERVICES.

ROYAL NAVY MEDICAL SERVICE.
THE following appointments are notified :-Staff Surgeon I

R. C. Munday to the Sutlej. Surgeons : F. C. Robinson to
the Sutlej and C. J. E. Cock to the Pembroke, for disposal.

ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS.
The following postings are notified in Indian Army

Orders :-Colonel J. F. Williamson, C.B., C.M.G., to be

Principal Medical Officer of the Bombay and Nagpore
Districts, relieving Colonel F. W. Trevor, transferred in
the same capacity to the Poona District, in relief of
Lieutenant-Colonel J. G. Harwood, who reverts to a substan- 
tive appointment. Major J. Hennessy is transferred from
the Bombay to the Aden District. Lieutenant-Colonel
J. D. T. Reckitt, Lieutenant R. B. Hole, and Lieutenant
M. F. Grant are held in readiness for service in India.

INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE.
The King has approved of the following promotions among

officers ot the Indian Medical Service :-Captains to be

Majors (dated July 27th, 1904) :-Bengal Establishment :
Patrick Balfour Haig, Thomas Richard Archer Fullerton,
Ralph Henry Maddox, Edward Victor Hugo, Harry George
Melville, Herbert Austen Smith, Douglas Richard Green,
George McIver Campbell Smith, Hubert Malins Earle, and
Joseph George Hulbert. Madras Estccblishrrtent Pulteney
Charles Gabbett and John Lewis Macrae. Bombay L’stccb-
lishment : Francis Edward Swinton, Sidney Harvey Burnett,
and Thomas Jackson. Lieutenants to be Captains (dated
June 27th, 1904) : Godfrey Eustace Charles, Anderson Gray
McKendrick, Owen St. John Moses, John Wishart Little,
Fred William Sumner, Harold Rothery Nutt, John Alfred
Barnes, William Duncan Ritchie, Norman Emil Henry
Scott, John Kenneth Sprot Fleming, Evelyn Charles
Hepper, Charles Edward Southon, George Fowler, James
Husband, Henry Bertram Foster, George Charles Lovell
Kerar.s, Christopher Birdwood McConaghy, Henry Warwick
Illius, Edward Wemyss Brown, John Beresford Christian,
Andrew Murphy, Frederick Troughton Thompson, Lawrence
Percival Brassey, Colin Forbes Marr, Satis Bose, and Patrick
Laurence O’Neill.

ARMY MEDICAL RESERVE OF OFFICERS.

Surgeon-Major C. Godson to be Surgeon - Lieutenant-
Colonel (dated Nov. 8th, 1904).

VOLUNTEER CORS.

Royal Garrison Artillery ( Volunteers) : lst Cumberland :
The undermentioned medical officers resign their com-

missions :-Surgeon-Major J. H. Dickson (dated Nov. 19th,
1904) and Surgeon-Captain R. L. Clark (dated Nov. 19th,
1904). Rifle : The Queen’s Rifle Volunteer Brigade the

Royal Scots (Lothian Regiment) : Lieutenant J. B.
Jamieson resigns his commission and is appointed Sur-
geon-Lieutenant (dated Nov. 19th, 1904). 1st Volunteer
Battalion the Hampshire Regiment : Surgeon-Captain H. M.
Brownfield is borne as Supernumerary whilst commanding
the Hampshire Volunteer Infantry Brigade Bearer Company
(dated Nov. 19th, 1904). 3rd (The Blythswood) Volunteer
Battalion the Highland Light Infantry : Surgeon-Captain
J. W. Logie resigns his commission (dated Nov. 19th, 1904).
4th (Stirlingshire) Volunteer Battalion Princess Louise’s

(Argyll and Sutherland Highlanders) : Surgeon-Major A. D.
Fraser to be Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel (dated Nov. 19th,
1904).

ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS (VOLUNTEERS).
The Woolwich Companies: James Stratton Warrack to

be Lieutenant (dated Nov. 19th, 1904).
INDIAN ARMY REFORM.

The broad outlines of Lord Kitchener’s scheme for the
reorganisation of the Indian Army have now been published
in an order issued at Simla. India, exclusive of Burma, will
be divided into three commands, the principle underlying
the new arrangements being that the army in peace should be
organised and trained in units of command similar to those
in which it will take the field. This will no doubt entail
some redistribution of the forces and bring about many
salutary and desirable changes but it is at present pre-
mature to say how far these will affect the medical services.
Devolution is to be the order of the day and we are glad to
notice that Lord Kitchener lays stress upon one point-
namely, that matters are to be decided and settled in the
respective commands instead of the responsibility of doing
so being avoided by their being referred to headquarters.
This will equally apply, of course, to questions of medical
administration and will give more freedom and independence
to the local medical authorities and will lessen at the same
time the work hitherto thrown upon the officers of the medical

authority at headquarters.
WARRANT OFFICERS OF THE ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS.

We are glad to hear that the case of the warrant officers
of the Royal Army Medical Corps is receiving favourable
consideration. This act of justice on the part of the War
Office will be greatly appreciated.

THE WAR IN THE FAR EAST.
A despatch has been recently received at St. Petersburg

from the brave and resolute defender of Port Arthur, which
besides throwing a little light upon the military events con-
nected with its defence tells us something about the labours
of the surgeons and detachment of the Red Cross Society in
that frequently and severely assaulted garrison. General
Stoessel writes in warm terms of gratitude about the
zealous work of the society and adds that "our surgeons
under the direction of Dr. Hubbenet are performing
marvels." General Stoessel, as might be expected, adopts
an optimistic tone when speaking of the power on the

part of the beleaguered garrison to hold out. It is not

easy to exaggerate the very important part which this
siege has already played in the past or may hereafter
play in the near future and the knowledge of this will
explain why the Japanese have been ready to make so

many assaults attended with such great losses to them-
selves. The siege of Port Arthur, like that of Lady-
smith in the South African war, has been a great source
of weakness to the besiegers by wasting the strength of
an army there which should be operating elsewhere and
where it is urgently needed. The siege of Port Arthur,
so deplorable from a humanitarian point of view, has
lasted for nearly six months and so long as it con-

tinues to last some 70,000 Japanese troops cannot join
the main Japanese army operating against General Kuro-
patkin in Manchuria. Almost everything depends, moreover,
upon whether Port Arthur has fallen or is still holding out
upon the arrival of the Baltic fleet. We learn from the
correspondent of the Daily Mail at Shanghai that it has
been proposed by some Russian sympathisers with the

sufferings of General Stoessel’s force to send a hos-

pital ship to Port Arthur for the purpose of removing


